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lated, but believes it " a long step in the right direction." 
We are glad to quote his words in full, and to express at 
the same time our high and sincere appreciation of the 
noble spirit which breathes in them : 

THE MESSAGE. 

To the Senate : I transmit herewith a treaty for the arbitra- 
tion of all matters in difference between the United States and 
Great Britain. 

The provisions of the treaty are the result of long and patient 
deliberation, and represent concessions made by each party, for 
the sake of agreement upon the general scheme. 

Though the result reached may not meet the views of the ad- 
vocates of immediate, unlimited and irrevocable arbitration of all 
international controversies, it is, nevertheless, confidently believed 
that the treaty cannot fail to be everywhere recognized as taking a 
long step in the right direction, and as embodying a practical, 
working plan by which disputes between the two countries will 
reach a peaceful adjustment as matter of course and ordinary 
routine. In the initiation of such an important movement, it must 
be expected that some of its features will assume a tentative char- 
acter looking to a further advance; and yet, it is apparent that the 
treaty which has been formulated not only makes war between the 
parties to it a remote possibility, but precludes those fears and 
rumors of war which of themselves too often assume the propor- 
tions of a national disaster. 

It is eminently fitting, as well as fortunate, that the attempt to 
accomplish results so beneficial should be initiated by kindred peo- 
ples, speaking the same tongue and joined together by all the ties 
of common traditions, common institutions and common aspira- 
tions. The experiment of substituting civilized methods for 
brute force as the means of settling international questions of 
right will thus be tried under the happiest auspices. Its success 
ought not to be doubtful, and the fact that its ultimate ensuing 
benefits are not likely to be limited to the two countries imme- 
diately concerned should cause it to be promoted all the more 
eagerly. The example set and the lesson furnished by the suc- 
cessful operation of this treaty are sure to be felt and taken to 
heart sooner or later by other nations, and will thus mark the be- 
ginning of a new epoch in civilization. 

Profoundly impressed as I am, therefore, by the promise of 
transcendent good which this treaty affords, I do not hesitate to 
accompany its transmission with an expression of my earnest hope 
that it may commend itself to the favorable consideration of the 
Senate. 

RICHARD OLNEY AND SIR JULIAN PAUNCE- 
FOTE. 

Richard Olney and Sir Julian Pauncefote, whose 
pictures we give on the front page of this paper, are here- 
after to rank among the most fortunate of diplomatists. It 
is not once in a century that two men get the opportunity 
of having as conspicious a part in a transaction really 
great and fraught with such immeasurable blessings to 
future generations as these two men have had in the 
drafting and signing of the general arbitration treaty 
between Great Britain and the United States. 

And why should we not call them great as well as 
fortunate ? Great men are k simply men who do intelli- 



gently and conscientiously great, beneficial deeds, when 
there is occasion for them. These two men will be 
ranked among the great, not merely because they have 
had an exceptional opportunity to do something import- 
ant, nor again because their names are spoken of with 
great honor everywhere, but because they possessed both 
the spirit and the wisdom to do with exceptional success, 
a great duty which had providentially fallen to their lot. 

It is true, the ground had been well prepared for what 
they have done, by many years o£ difficult, and often 
thankless toil on the part of the friends of peace both in 
public *and private life. Much of this work is now 
forgotten or known only to a few. But this necessary 
work of the past does not lessen in any sense, the merit 
of the present. When Ambassador Pauncefote and 
Secretary Olney, under instructions from their respective 
governments, began this negotiation in May last, the 
difficulties in the way of its successful accomplishment 
were many and perplexing, such as yield only to the most 
intelligent, patient and unremitting treatment. Even 
after the publication of the correspondence in July last, 
many, perhaps a large majority, on both sides of the sea, 
felt that the undertaking was futile and must in the end 
fail. Not a few declared that it ought to fail. Even 
the most confident friends of peace had their doubts 
whether the moment of success had come. 

It is due to the earnest, conscientious and wise efforts 
of these two statesmen that the moment of success did 
come so soon. In weaker and less skillful hands the 
whole undertaking would, for the time being, have fallen 
through, notwithstanding the pressure of public opinion 
which spurred them on. Public opinion was not suffi- 
ciently one way to make progress easy. They did much 
themselves to develop public opinion and render it confi- 
dent and courageous. Both the British Ambassador 
and the American Secretary seem to have felt that a 
great hour was upon them, and that the interests not only 
of the present but of future times were dependent upon 
their faithfulness. Their course in the matter has been 
the course of thoroughly honest, conscientious and ca- 
pable men, in whom the best spirit of the time has found 
true interpreters. 

It would be invidious to start a comparison between them 
and say, or try to say which is the more meritorious. There 
is no ground, so far as we can see, for such a comparison. 
Sir Julian Pauncefote has conducted the negotiation on 
the British side with admirable skill, with warm devo- 
tion to the interests of his country not only, but also to 
the larger interests of all English-speaking people and of 
civilization in general. There has been no arbitrariness 
or rigidity in his method ; quite the contrary. It has 
been very fortunate for the English Prime Minister that 
he has had at Washington such a representative as the 
present Ambassador, who had "set his heart on having 



32 



THE ADVOCATE OF PEACE. 



February, 



this treaty." Mr. Olney on the American side, has like- 
wise shown the same lofty spirit, the same earnest desire 
to do what the occasion demanded, the same willingness 
to make every proper concession in the interests of what 
was right and just. "We doubt if the whole history of 
American statesmanship contains the record of a man 
who has entered more quickly, thoroughly and sympa- 
thetically into the meaning of a great movement of prog- 
ress, or has more ably and sagaciously represented the 
country in a great negotiation. He came to the State 
Department with little experience in the kind qf affairs 
with which he has there had to deal, in fact, with an im- 
mediate previous training at the bar which did not pe- 
culiarly fit him for many of his new duties, especially 
that of peacemaker in international affairs. But such he 
has proved to be, and notwithstanding mistakes which he 
may have made, the whole country owes him large grati- 
tude for the sagacity and courage with which he has per- 
formed the unusually perplexing and delicate duties of the 
great office. 

The treaty now under consideration in the Senate will 
always be known as the Olney-Pauncefote treaty. Let 
them wear together now and hereafter the honors which 
they have justly won. Greater to them, however, than 
any external distinction will be the inexpressible satisfac- 
tion of having been permitted to perform a service of the 
very highest order in the promotion of human brother- 
hood and human happiness. 

THE TKEATY IN THE SENATE. 

The arbitration treaty signed on the 11th ult. was sent 
immediately to the Senate, where it was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs without reading. At this 
writing it is still in the hands of the Committee, where it 
has had more or less serious discussion in several meet- 
ings. As the Senate is a part of the treaty-making 
power it is clearly its right and its duty to examine care- 
fully all the provisions of the treaty and to suggest such 
amendments or modifications as may, under all the cir- 
cumstances, seem necessary. To this nobody ought to 
object. However, as this is much the most important 
" foreign affair " that has come before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs for many years, we cannot quite under- 
stand why it was not taken up immediately and its exam- 
ination proceeded with from day to day, or at least at 
short intervals, until it was finished. The measure is 
certainly of such extraordinary value as to have justified 
extraordinary attention. 

The impression has widely prevailed, whether truly or 
falsely, that the Committee and Senators in general did 
not take the subject at all seriously, until public opinion 
began to express itself through the papers, and through 
letters and telegrams, in a most remarkable and unmis- 
takable way. 



To the newspaper reports of partizan and factious oppo- 
sition to the treaty we have not given very great credence. 
Stray remarks dropped by senators and caught up by 
sensational reporters and sent out over the country were 
taken by the public to represent a serious purpose to 
defeat the treaty outright, or to put off action on it, for 
partizan reasons, until the next administration should 
come into power. There was doubtless some truth at the 
bottom of these reports, enough to justify the public in 
feeling alarm as to the fate of the treaty. If the attitude 
of Senators had been favorable, the stray remarks would 
have indicated it. It is impossible that the whole pub- 
lic, in Washington and beyond it, should have been de- 
ceived by absolutely groundless reports. 

We are inclined, however, from general indications, to 
think that the trouble in the Senate was rather that of in- 
difference. Few members of that body, or of the House 
either, so far as we know, have ever taken more than an 
academic interest in the subject of arbitration. The 
cause has had no active leader in Congress, no one to 
press its importance, as is now done in every European 
parliament. We have often been surprised at this fact, 
considering the leading share which our country has had 
in practical arbitration, through the action of the Executive 
Department. Busied with various national matters of 
more or less importance, and international matters of an- 
other order, Senators had given no very serious atten- 
tion to the subject of the Anglo-American treaty so long 
talked of. So that when an actual live peace treaty, full 
grown, came to them, they scarcely knew what attitude 
to assume towards it. Some seemed to be afraid of it. 
Some took it as " a colporteur's dream." The Senate 
seems to have had very little conception of the profound 
and wide-spread interest felt in the subject in all parts of 
the land. The inpouring day after day of the evidences 
of this interest has been a revelation to them. We do 
not wonder that they have felt annoyed at it. 

It will be a distinct gain to the cause of arbitration 
treaties, which will soon be poking their heads into the 
Senate from other countries, to have had the feelings and 
wishes of the people thus clearly and powerfully expressed. 
We are not very sorry, therefore, that Senators' " eyes 
were holden " for the time being. Otherwise we should 
not have had this overwhelming manifestation of public 
opinion, such as has not been seen in connection with 
any great public question for a long time. We do not 
see why, under all the circumstances, the people should 
have been criticised, as they have been in open Senate, 
for flooding the Senators' desks with letters and tele- 
grams, urging ratification. They have the right of pe- 
tition. It would be better for themselves and the 
Senate, too, if they exercised it more frequently and more 
vigorously. It is right that they should have a large con- 
fidence in this distinguished body, as they always have 



